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REMARKS 

Claims 1-43 are pending in the above-referenced patent application. Claims 1-43 where 
finally rejected in the Office Action dated December 12, 2006 ("OfBce Action"). Specifically, 
Claims 1-10, 12, 15-23, 25-31, 33 and 34 were finally rejected under 35 USC 102(e) as being 
unpatentable over Soetemaris (US Pub. No. US2003/0058618). Claims 13 and 14 were finally 
rejected under 35 USC 103(a) as being unpatentable over Soetemans in view of Trans 
(USPGPUB no. 2002/01 81633). Claims 1 1, 24, 32, 35-43 were finally rejected under 35 USC 
103(a) as being unpatenable over Soetemans in view of Kim (USPN 6,473,788). All of the claim 
rejections in the Office Action are respectfully traversed because for at least the following reasons, 
the references, alone or in combination, do not disclose all of the claimed limitations. Through this 
preliminary amendment. Claims 1, 25 and 33 have been amended to further clarify the claimed 
limitations. The amendments are supported by the specification. New matter has not been added. 
Below, Applicant first replies to "Response to Arguments" on pages 9-12 of the Office Action. 
Then, Applicant responds to the claim rejections under 35 U.S.C. lQ2(e) and 103(a). 

Reply to Examiner's Response to Arauments 

A. Applicant wishes to thank the Examiner for considering Applicant's arguments. Applicant 
has carefiilly studied the Examiner's response and replies as follows. 

B. According to independent Claim 1, a network backplane includes a circuit board with a 
plurality of sockets thereon, and a housing that houses the circuit board and has openings for 
exposing the sockets. There are power lines on the circuit board to power one or more sockets. 
There are also communication lines on the circuit board to one or more of the sockets for 
communication between sockets. As such, a unified network circuit board with sockets is 
provided, which also has power and communication lines for the sockets, on the circuit board 
itself (fewer cables and outlets), all in a housing. Soetemans does not disclose all of the claimed 
limitations. 

1 . Under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) proper rejection of aolaim as being anticipated by a 
reference, requires that each and every element of the claim be disclosed by the reference. 
The OfiBce Action seems to interpret Applicant's argument as simply arguing terminology. 
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This is respectfully traversed. Applicant appreciates Examiner's response, and notes that 
the arguments below address structural limitations in the claims^ rather than terminology. 
Applicant respectfully requests that the Examiner consider Applicant's arguments below as 
they refer to specific claim limitations and requirements, rather than argue over 
terminology. 

2. Soetemans does not disclose all of the claimed limitations. For example, Soetemans 
does not disclose power lines on a circuit board to one or more sockets for powering a 
plug-in network device in each socket, and communication lines on the circuit board to 
each socket for communication with the plug-in network device, as claimed. 

3. Applicant respectfully requests that the Examiner consider these points carefully 
when examining the claims. Subshelves 1 10-d and power filters 210a-d in Soetemans, 
relied on by the Examiner, do not disclose or require a same circuit board with sockets, and 
both power lines and communication lines on that same circuit board for those sockets. As 
discussed in more detail below, the subshelves 1 lOa-d and 210a-d are different shelves, 
and do not provide one circuit board with sockets thereon. Further, subshelves 1 lOa-d and 
filters 210a-d do not disclose power Hnes and communication lines, with the corresponding 
sockets, all on the same circuit board. Indeed, Soetemans teaches away fi*om the claimed 
limitations by separating communication (sub-shelves 1 lOa-d) and power delivery (filters 
210a-d). By contrast, according to the claimed invention power lines and communication 
lines, for sockets, on are the same circuit board along with corresponding sockets. 

4. The Examiner relies paragraph 0023, lines 9-12 of Soetemans for the proposition 
that power filter modides 210a-d disclosed power lines on a circuit board, as claimed In 
paragraph 0023, lines 9-12, Soetemans states: "Each of power filter modules 210a-d 
comprises two power filters (230a-h, 235a-b, 240a-b and 245a-b) that provide redundant 
filtered electrical power coimections to each of the four subshelf positions of subshelf 
123." However, there is no teaching or requirement in this passage of a circuit board and 
power lines on the circuit board to one or more sockets for powering a plug-in network 
device in each socket, as required by Claim 1 . 

5. The Office Action has not identified where Soetemans teaches: (1) a circuit board, 
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(2) sockets and (3) power lines on the circuit board for powering the sockets, as claimed. 
The filter modules 210a-d of Soetemians do not disclose, or require, a circuit board with 
sockets and power lines on the circuit board for powerii^ the sockets^ as claimed. This is 
not a disagreement on terminology as the Examiner alleges^ rather the reference does not 
teach all of the physical/structural limitations of Claim 1. 

6. The same ai^guments apply to the claimed communication lines on the circuit board 
for the sockets, as paragraph 0Q25 is Soetemans (relied on by the Examiner) simply states: 
"In the embodiment of FIGS. 2 A and 2B, subshelves 1 lOa-d provide data path 
functionality, as well as participating in intershelf control and communications functions, 
such as those provided by shelf controllers 120a-b. Subshelves 1 lOa-d do so by virtue of 
cards mounted to the front and back side slots of their respective midplanes." However, in 
that passage there is no teaching of communication lines on the circuit board to one or 
more sockets for communication with the pJugrin network devices, as claimed. Soetemans 
mention of communication "by virtue of cards mounted to the front and back side slots", 
does not disclose, or require, a circuit board with sockets and communication lines on the 
circuit board for the sockets, as claimed. 

7. Subshelves 1 10-d and power filters 210a-d in Soetemans, relied on by the 
Examiner, do not disclose a circuit board that has both power lines and communication 
there on, for sockets on the same circuit board. The subshelves 1 lOa-d and 210a-d are 
different shelves, and do not provide one circuit board with sockets, power lines, and 
communication lines, all on the same circuit board, as claimed. 

8. The Office Action has not shows that Soetemans teaches all of: (1) a circuit board, 
(2) sockets, (3) power lines on that circuit board for the sockets, and (4) communication 
lines on that circuit board for powering the sockets, as claimed. Certainly Soetemans does 
not teach power and communication lines on the same circuit board for sockets that are 
also on that same circuit board, as claimed. Again, this is not a disagreement on 
terminology as the Examiner alleges, rather the reference does not teach all of the 
physical/structural limitations of Claim 1. 
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C. According to independent Claim 25, an interface module includes a plurality of sockets 
and power lines for the sockets. A switch is connected to each socket allowing communication 
with the sockets. Also, a configuration module provides functional configuration of devices in the 
sockets. The configuration module communicates with the device in each socket to identify and 
configure the device therein to perform selected functions. 

Soetemans does not each and every element of Claim 25. For example, Soetemans does 
not disclose a plurality of sockets wherein each socket receives power and communications lines, 
as claimed. Further, elements 120a, 120b (relied on by the Examiner) are shelf-controllers and do 
not teach a switch connected to each socket allowing communication with the plug-in network 
devices, as claimed. Nor does Soetemans teach a configuration module for functional 
configuration of one or more plug-in devices, wherein the configuration module communicates 
with each plug-in device in each socket to identify the plug-in device and configure the plug-in 
device to perform selected functions 25. The Office Action includes general references to fig. 6, 
and paragraphs 0026 and 0037 of Soetemans, without specifying how the claimed limitations are 
disclosed. In paragraph 0026 (relied on by the Examiner) Soetemans mentions the subshelves in 
Figs. 2A-B, and the types of cards that can be installed in the subshelves^ but mentions nothing 
about a configuration module that communicates with each plug-in device in each socket to 
identify and then configure function of the plug-in device to perform selected functions, as 
claimed. In paragraph 0037 (relied on by the ExaminerX Soetemans mentions that Fig. 6 shows a 
flowchart that mentions determining services provided by fimctional elements, and grouping the 
services based on hotel service requirements. There is no teaching or disclosure that shelf- 
controllers 120a, 120b (or any other devices for that matter), configure operation of the functional 
elements in the shelves to perform selected functions, as claimed. Soetemans does not teach 
configuring devices in sockets to perform desired functions. 

D. Obviousness 

Regarding the rejections under 35 U.S.C. 103(aX Applicant respectfully submits that in 
order for a modification or combination of the prior art to be valid, the prior art itself must suggest 
the modification or combination. The prior art must provide one of ordinary skill in the art the 
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motivation to make the proposed molecular modifications needed to arrive at the claimed 
compound. In the instant Office Action, not only each reference does teach the limitations that the 
Office Action states it teaches, but as detailed further below there is no motivation or suggestion 
provided in the references to combine them as the Ofiice Action does. As the references do not 
provide a motivation or suggestion to modify them as suggested by the Examiner, the Examiner 
must have relied on his personal knowledge to supply such a motivation or suggestion to make the 
modifications. Thus, Applicant hereby respectfully requests that an afGdavit be provided under 37 
CFR1.104(dX2). 

Claim rejections under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) 

Rejection of claims 1-10, 12, 15-23, 25-31, 33 and 34 as being anticipated by Soetemans is 
respectfully traversed because, for at least the following reasons, Soetemans does not disclose all 
of the claimed limitations. 

As per claim 1: 

A. Soetemans does not disclose power lines on a circuit board to one or more sockets for 
powering a plug-in network device in each socket, and communication lines on the circuit board to 
each socket for communication with the plug-in network device 

Soetemans does not disclose a network backplane interface for a local network that has a 
circuit board with a plurality of sockets connected to the circuit board for receiving plug-in 
network devices, wherein the baclq^lane includes: power lines on the circuit board to one or more 
sockets for powering a plug-in network device in each socket, as required by Claim 1. Soetemans 
generally mentions circuit boards and sockets, however in paragraph 0023, lines 9-12 (relied on 
by the Examiner^ Soetemans does not disclose power lines on a circuit board to one or more 
circuit boards, for powering a plug-in network device in each socket. Rather, in paragraph 0023, 
lines 9-12, Soetemans mentions power filters 210a-d for powering subshelf positions of subshelf 
125, but does not teach a circuit board and power lines on that circuit board for powering subshelf 
positions of subshelf 125. Power filters 210a-d are not power lines on a circuit board, as claimed. 

Further, Soetemans does not disclose: communication lines on the circuit board to one or 
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more sockets for communication with the plug-in network devices, as required by Claim 1. In 
paragraph 0Q25 (relied on by the Examiner), Soetemans mentions subshelves 1 lOa-d provide data 
path functionality by virtue of cards mounted to the front and back side slots of their respective 
midplanes. However, this does not teach or require that subshelves 1 lOa-d or cards comprise a 
circuit board which includes communication lines thereon to each socket, along with the power 
lines discussed above. 

General mention of a circuit board, sockets and power filters or communication cards in 
Soetemans, does not disclose: power lines on the circuit board to one or more sockets for 
powering a plug-in network device in each socket, and communication lines on the circuit board to 
one or more sockets for communication with the plug-in network device, as required by Claim 1 . 
It is respectfiilly submitted that the Office Action has not identified (such as by reference 
numbers) a circuit board in Soetemans that includes power lines and communications on the 
circuit board for powering and communicating with devices in sockets, as claimed. 

B. Soetemans does not disclose sockets on a circuit board for pi ugin-de vices, wherein each 
socket receives power and communications lines that are on the circuit board 

Soetemans in Figs. 1 A, IB, 3, paragraphs 0003, 0015 (relied on by the Examiner), or 
elsewhere, does not show or mention any sockets on a circuit board for pi ugin-de vices, wherein 
each socket receives power and communications lines that are on the circuit board, as claimed. 
Besides a general reference to sockets in paragraph 0003, Soetemans does not even mention a 
socket as claimed 

C. Soetemans does not disclose a housing for the circuit board, power lines and 
communication lines, including openings for e^qx^sing said sockets 

Soetemans does not disclose or show a housing with openings that expose sockets on a 
circuit board for plugin-devices, wherein each socket receives power and communications lines 
that are on the circuit board. Mention of a socket and a shelf 100 in Soetemans, has nothing to do 
with a plurality of sockets connected to the circuit board for receiving plug-in network devices^ 
and a housing for the circuit board, power lines and communication lines, including openings for 
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exposing said sockets^ as required by Claim 1. It is respectfully submitted that in rejecting Claim 
1, the Office Action has not identified (such as by reference numbers) a circuit board with a 
plurality of sockets connected thereto, and a housing including openings for exposing said sockets. 
The Office Action refers to elements 125 with a housing bay in Soetemans, and element 1 which 
is a cooling fan. It is respectfully submitted that elements 1 and 12S in Soetemans, along with a 
general references to a socket and a circuit board, relied on by the Examiner, do not disclose all of 
the claimed limitations. For at least these reasons, and other reasons, it is respectfully submitted 
that rejection of Claim 1, and claims dependent therefrom, should be withdrawn. 

As per claim 2: 

It is respectfully submitted that elements 120a, 120b in Fig. 3 of Soetemans (relied on by 
the Examiner), do not disclose: "a communication controller which allows communication 
between the plug-in devices," as claimed. Rather, elements 120a, 120b in Fig. 3 of Soetemans are 
shelf-controllers, and the services provided by them to each of the subshelves 1 lOa-d doe not 
include such hmitations. Nowhere in Soetemans is it disclosed that shelf controllers. 120a-b are a 
communication controller which allows communication between the plug-in devices, as claimed. 
Apart fi-om a general reference to Fig. 3, the Office Action does not point to language in 
Soetemans that teaches that shelf-controllers 120a-b disclose the claimed limitations. 

As per claim 3: 

It is respectfiilly submitted that Fig. 6, and elements 120a, 120b in Fig. 3 of Soetemans 
(relied on by the Examiner), do not disclose: "a configuration circuit on the circuit board which 
allows configuring function of one or more plug- in devices to perform desired fiinctions," as 
claimed. As discussed in relation to claim 2, elements 120a, 120b in Fig. 3 of Soetemans are shelf- 
controllers. The shelf-controllers 120a, 120b are not a configuration circuit that is on a circuit 
board along with the power lines, communication lines, and sockets, as claimed. The shelf- 
controllers 120a, 120b provide services which do include configuring function of devices to 
perform desired functions. There is no such disclosure in Soetemans. In Fig. 6, Soetemans shows 
a flowchart that mentions determining services provided by functional elements, and grouping the 
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services based oh hotel service reqiiiremehts. There is no teaching or disclosure that shelf- 
controllers 120a, 120b (or any other devices for that matter), configure operation of the functional 
elements in the shelves to perform desired functions (e.g., based on hotel service requirements). 
Apart firom a general reference to Figs. 3 and 6, the Office Action does not point to language in 
Soetemans that teaches that Figs. 3, 6 or shelf-controllers 120a-b disclose the claimed limitations. 

As per Claim 4: 

It is respectfully submitted that for at least the reasons provided above in relation to claim 
3, Soetemans does not disclose that the configuration circuit communicates with a plug-in device 
in a socket to identify the plug-in device and configure the plug-in device for network 
communication function, as required by claim 4. 

As per Claim 5: 

Rejection of Claim 5 is respectfully traversed for at least the reasons provided in relation to 
Claim 3. Further, in paragraph 0032 (relied on by the Examiner), Soetemans only mentions a 
database of profiles for determining status of each subshelf. The profile is for shelf-controllers 
120a-b to determine status of devices, not for configuring a device to perform a desired function, 
as claimed. Soetemans' s profiles are not configuration instructions, as claimed. Further, 
Soetemans does not disclose a "memory for storing configuration instructions for configuring one 
or more different plug-in devices," as claimed. There is no such memory in Soetemans. The 
claimed herein memory is in the configuration circuit that is on the circuit board. There is no 
mention of memory on a circuit board in Soetemans, and the database in Soetemans is not a 
memory as is not on a circuit board. Memory, or memory on a circuit board is not inherent, nor 
required, in Soetemans since the database is indeed typically on a disk drive in a shelf. Further, 
the profile in Soetemans is for shelf-controllers 120a-b to determine status of devices, not for 
configurir^ a device to perform a desired function. Further, Soetemans does not disclose that 
shelf-controllers 120a-b are processors, or processors on a circuit board with the power lines and 
communication lines for each socket, or that shelf-controllers 120a-b execute profiles to configure 
a device iti each socket, as claimed. 
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As per Claim 8: 

It is respectfully sulxnitted that for at least the reasons provided above in relation to claims 
3 and 5, Soetemans does not disclose that the configuration circuit includes an embedded 
configuration module to configure plug-in devices in a configuration session, as required by claim 
8. There is no mention of configuring a device, or a configuration session anywhere in 
Soetemans. 

As per Claim 9: 

There is no mention of a configuration module or configuration session in paragraph 0013. 
of Soetemans (relied on by the Examiner), or Fig. 6. 

As per Claim 10: 

It is respectfully submitted that for at least the reasons provided above in relation to claims 
3, 5, 8 and 9, Soetemans does not disclose that the configuration module comprises a platform- 
independent configuration software, as required by claim 10. Indeed, in paragraph 0006, lines 13- 
22 (relied on by the Examiner), Soetemans states: "In one embodiment, the common support 
services that are provided include power supply services^ environmental control services, 
information display services, and operational control and management services. In one 
embodiment, the subshelf bay is provided with standardized means used to supply the common 
support services to the subshelves. In one embodiment, each sub-shelf contains its own midplane 
and is operationally independent from other subshelves. The use of subshelves and the separation 
of providing support services (provided by the infrastructure) from providing data path 
functionality (provided by the subshelves) allows data path functionality to be enhanced by 
replacement of a subshelf without requiring redesign of the entire shelf unit."' 

In the above-quoted passage, Soetemans does not disclose a configuration module that 
comprises a platform-independent configuration software. 

As per Claim 12: 
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It is respectfully submitted that Soetemans does not cKsclose ""at least one socket is 
dedicated to connection and communication with an external network," as required by Claim 12. 
Soetemans^ paragraph 0033, line 7 (relied on by the Examiner), only mentions Ethernet 
connection, but mentions nothing about a socket for connection to an external network, as 
claimed. Further, Soetemans does not disclose a socket on a circuit board that is dedicatedio 
connection and communication with an external network, as claimed. 

As per Claim 15: 

It is respectfully submitted that Soetemans does not disclose a socket comprising a RJ-45 
socket on a circuit board, as claimed. Paragraph 0033, line 7 (relied on by the Examiner), only 
mentions Ethernet connection, not a RJ-45 socket on a circuit board, along with power lines and 
communication lines on the circuit board, as claimed. 

As per Claim 16: 

It is respectfully submitted that Soetemans does not disclose that a socket on a circuit 
board, comprises a proprietary connector combining power and data connections^ along with 
power lines and communication lines on the circuit board. 

As per Claim 17: 

It is respectfully submitted that Soetemans does not disclose a plurality of sockets wherein 
each socket receives power and communications lines» as claimed. Besides a general references to 
sockets in paragraph 0003, Soetemans does not even mention a socket as claimed in description of 
the invention therein. It is respectfully submitted that in rejecting Claim 17, the Office Action has 
not identified in Soetemans (such as by reference numbers) a plurality of sockets with power and 
conununication lines connected to each socket for powering and connmunicating with a plug-in 
device in each socket, as claimed. 

Further, Soetemans does not disclose: "a configuration module for functional configuration 
of one or more plug-in devices, wherein the configuration module communicates with each plug- 
. in device in each socket to identify the plug-in device and configure function of the plug-in device 
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to perform desired functions," as required by claim 17. The Office Action includes general 
references to paragraphs 0006, 0026 and 0037 of Soetemans, without specifyir^ how the claimed 
limitations are disclosed. In rejecting Claim 17, the Office Action has not identified in Soetemans 
(such as by reference numbers) such a configuration manager and its functions, as claimed. In 
paragraph 0006 (relied on by the Examiner) Soetemans provides a general description of the shelf 
100 and subshelves, but mentions nothing about a configuration module that communicates with 
each plug-in device in each socket to identify and then configure function of the plug-in device to 
perform desired functions^ as claimed. In paragraph 0026 (relied on by the Examiner) Soetemans 
mentions the subshelves in Figs. 2A-B, and the types of cards that can be installed in the 
subshelves, but mentions nothing about a configuration module that communicates with each 
fJug-in device in each socket to identify and then configure function of the plug-in device to 
perform desired functions, as claimed. In paragraph 0037 (relied on by the Examiner), Soetemans 
discussed that Fig. 6 shows a flowchart that mentions determining services provided by functional 
elements, and grouping the services based on hotel service requirements. There is no teaching or 
disclosure that shelf-controllers 12021, 120b (or any other devices for that matter), configure 
operation of the functional elements in the shelves to perform desired functions (e.g., based on 
hotel service requirements). As discussed above at least in relation to claim 3, Soetemans does not 
teach configuring devices in sockets to perform desired fianctions. For at least these reasons, it is 
respectfully submitted that rejection of Claim 17, and all claims dependent therefix>m, should be 
withdrawn. 

As per Claim 18: 

It is respectfully submitted that Soetemans does not disclose a configuration module that 
comprises memory for storing configuration instructions for configuring one or more dijSerent 
plug-in devices^ and fH'Ocessor for executing the configuration instructions to communicate with a 
plug-in device in a socket, and configure that device for network communication, as required by 
Claim 18. Sub-shelves controller 120a in Soetemans is not memory as claimed, and does not store 
configuration instructions for configuring one or more different plug-in devices, as claimed. Sub- 
shelves controller 120a in Soetemans is not a processor as claimed, and does not execute any 
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configuration instructions to communicate with a plug-in device in a socket, and configure that 
device for network communication, as claimed. The Office Action's interpretation of Soetemans is 
respectfully traversed. 

As discussed above in relation to claim 5, Soetemans only mentions a database of pnrofiles 
for determining status of each subshelf The profile is for shelf-conttxjllers 120a-b to determine 
status of devices, not for configuring a device to perform a desired function, as claimed. 
Soetemans's profiles are not configuration instructions, as claimed. The profile in Soetemans is 
for shelf-controllers 120a-b to determine status of devices, not for configuring a device to perform 
a desired function. The Office Action's interpretation of Soetemans is respectfully traversed. 

As per Claim 19: 

It is respectfiilly submitted that for at least the reasons provided above in relation to claims 
17 and 18, Soetemans does not disclose that a configuration module includes a configuration 
memory having configuration information for a plurality of predetermined plug-in device types, as 
required by claim 19. Further, Sub-shelves controller 120a is not, and does not include, memory 
with configuration, as claimed. There is no mention of memory having configuration information 
in paragraph 0039, lines 1-2 of Soetemans, relied on by the Examiner. The Examiner's 
interpretation of Soetemans is respectfully traversed. 

As per Claim 20: 

It is respectfully submitted that for at least the reasons provided above in relation to claims 
17 and 18, Soetemans does not disclose that the configuration module includes extended 
configuration memory for storing configuration information for additional device types, as 
required by claim 20. Further, Sub-shelves controller 120b is not, and does not include, extended 
memory with additional configuration information, as claimed. The Examiner's interpretation of 
Soetemans is respectfully traversed. 

As per Claims 21-22: 

It is respectfully submitted that for at least the reasons provided above in relation to claims 
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S, 9, 11, 17, 18, 19 and 20, Soetemans does not disclose a configuration module that allows 
configuring plug-in devices in a configuration session for network communication among the 
plug-in devices, as required by Claim 21 . Further, it is respectfully submitted that for at least the 
reasons provided above in relation to claims 5, 9, 1 1, 17, 18, 19 and 20; Soetemans does not 
disclose that the configuration module configures all plug-in devices in one configuration session, 
as required by Claim 22. The Examiner's interpretation of Soetemans is respectfully traversed. 

As per Claim 23: 

It is respectfully submitted that for at least the reasons provided above in relation to claims 
5, 9, 11, 17, 18, 19 and 20, Soetemans does not disclose the configuration module comprises a 
platform-independent configuration software, as required by Claim 22. In addition as discussed 
further above. Fig. 6 in Soetemans shows a flowchart that mentions determining services provided 
by functional elements, and grouping the services based on hotel service requirements. There is 
no teaching or disclosure in Fig. 6 of a platform-independent configuration software that allows 
configuring plug-in devices in a configuration session for network communication among the 
plug-in devices, as claimed. The Examiner's interpretation of Soetemans is respectfully traversed. 

As per Claim 25: 

It is respectfully submitted that Soetemans does not disclose a circuit board having a 
plurality of sockets thereon, wherein each socket has power and communications lines on that 
same circuit board, as claimed. Besides a general references to sockets in paragraph 0003, 
Soetemans does not even mention socket in description of the invention therein. It is respectfully 
submitted that in rejecting Claim 25, the Examiner has not identified in Soetemans (such as by 
reference numbers) a plurality of sockets with power and communication lines connected to each 
socket for powering and communicating with a plug-in device in each socket, as claimed. Further, 
it is respectfijUy submitted that elements 120a, 120b (relied on by the Examiner) are shelf- 
controllers and do not teach a switch connected to each socket allowing communication with the 
plug-in network devices, as claimed. The Examiner's interpretation of Soetemans is respectfully 
traversed. 
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In addition, it is respectfully submitted that for at least the reasons provided in relation to 
claim 17^ Soetemans does not disclose: "a configuration module on the circuit board for functional 
configuration of one or more plug-in devices, wherein the configuration module conununicates 
with each plug-in device in each socket to identify the plug-in device and configure the plug-in 
device to perform selected functions^" as required by claim 25. Further, the Examiner has made 
general references to fig. 6, and paragraphs 0026 and 0037 of Soetemans, without specifying how 
the claimed limitations are disclosed. In rejecting Claim 25, the Examiner has not identified in 
Soetemans (such as by reference numbers) such a configuration manager. In paragraph 0026 
(relied on by the^Examiner) Soetemans mentions the subshelves in Figs. 2A-B, and the types of 
cards that can be installed in the subshelves, but mentions nothing about a configuration module 
that communicates with each plug-in device in each socket to identify and then configure function 
of the plug-in device to perform selected functions, as claimed. In paragraph 0037 (relied on by 
the Examiner), Soetemans mentions that Fig. 6 shows a flowchart that mentions determining 
services provided by functional elements, and grouping the services based on hotel service 
requirements. There is no teaching or disclosure that shelf-controllers 120a, 120b (or any other 
devices for that matter), configure operation of the functional elements in the shelves to perform 
selected functions, as claimed. As discussed in above at least in relation to claim 3, Soetemans 
does not teach configuring devices in sockets to perform desired functions. The Examiner's 
interpretation of Soetemans is respectfully traversed. For at least these reasons, it is respectfully 
submitted that rejection of Claim 25, and all claims dependent therefrom, should be withdrawn. 

As per Claim 26-31 and 33: 

Claims 26-31 and 33 were rejected for the same reasons as rejection of claims 18-23, and 
should therefore be allowed for at least the reasons provided above in relation to claims lS-23. 

As per Claim 34: 

It is respectfully submitted that for at least the reasons provided in relation to claims 1, 3 
and 5, Soetemans paragraph 0003, line 5, (relied on by the Examiner), or elsewhere, does not 
disclose an interface module comprising a baclq^lane for the sockets, power lines, switch and 
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configuration module, wherein the backplane comprises a printed circuit board, as claimed. 
Further, Soetemans does not even mention a printed circuit board. The Examiner's interpretation 
of Soetemans is respectfully traversed. 

Claim rejections under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 

Rejection of claims 13 and 14 under 35 USC 103(a) as being unpatenable over Soetemans 
in view of Trans is respectfully traversed because for at least the reasons provided herein, the 
references, alone or in combination, do not disclose all of the claimed limitations. 

As discussed above, Soetemans does not disclose all of the limitations of base claim 1. 
Further, as discussed above in relation to claim 12 (from which claims 13 and 14 depend), 
Soetemans does not disclose at least one socket is dedicated to connection and communication 
with an external network. 

As per Claims 13-14: 

As the Examiner also recognizes, Soetemeins does not disclose a switch for connecting a 
security module between a socket for external connection, and the local network (Claim 13). 
Further, as per claim 14, Soetemans does not disclose a connection for bridging a security module 
between said socket for external connection, and the local network. 

However, the Examiner states that such limitations are known in the prior art. Applicant 
respectfully traverses such statement and conclusion by the Examiner. The Examiner has not 
provided a qualifying references that discloses: a switch for connecting a security module between 
said socket for external connection, and the local network (Claim 13); or, backplane with a 
connection for bridging a security module between a socket for external connection, and the local 
network (Claim 14). It is respectfully submitted that Trans, is directed to means and method for a 
synchronous network communications system, and is non-analogues art. Trans has nothing to do 
with the present invention. It is respect&Uy submitted that Trans does not disclose the claimed 
limitations in Claims 13-14. As per Claim 13, Trans Para. [0100], lines 17-18, relied on by the 
Examiner, mentions that controls enabled by the Clock transfer system also provide mechanisms 
for the unique security feature of a personalized electronic signature for each system node 
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(Electronic Deterrence of Network Address (E-DNA)). However, this has nothing to do with a 
switch for connecting a secvirity module between a socket for external connection, and the local 
network, as required by Claim 13. A unique security feature of a personalized electronic signature 
in Trans, is simply not a switch, or a switch for connecting a security module between a socket for 
external connection, and the local network, as claimed. If the claims are once again rejected. 
Applicant respectfully requests that the Examiner show the relationship between such disclosure 
in Trans and the claimed limitations. As per Claim 14, Trans does not disclose a connection for 
bridging a security module between a socket for external connection, and the local network, as 
claimed. Trans Para. [0100], lines 17-18, relied on by the Examiner, mentions unique security 
feature of a personalized electronic signature, but does not even mention a connection for bridging 
a security module between a socket for external connection, and the local network, as claimed. If 
the claims are once again rejected. Applicant respectfiilly requests that the Examiner show the 
relationship between such disclosure in Trans and the claimed limitations. 

It is well settled that in order for a modification or combination of the prior art to be valid, 
the prior art itself must suggest the modification or combination, ".. .invention cannot be found 
obvious unless there was some explicit teaching or suggestion in the art to motivate one of 
ordinary skill to combine elements so as to create the same invention." Winner International 
Royalty Corp, v. Wang, No. 96-2107, 48USPQ.2d 1139, 1140 (D.C.D.C. 1998) (emphasis added). 
"The prior art must provide one of ordinary skill in the art the motivation to make the proposed 
molecular modifications needed to arrive at the claimed compound." In re Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 
21 USPQ.2d 1941, 1944 (Fed. Cir. 1992) (emphasis added). No motivation or suggestion is 
provided in the references to combine them as the Examiner does. 

Trans is directed to method for increasing bandwidth while enabling improved security for 
network communications. Trans provides a clock transfer system, a channel measurement and 
calibration system, an equalization system, a precision sampling system and a security system. 
This has nothing to do with the problems solved by the present invention as described above. 
Soetemans is directed to providing a common support services infrastructure for a network 
element. There is. no suggestion or motivation in Soetemans of switches on a backplane for 
connecting a security module between a socket for external connection (which Soetemans does 
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not even teach), and the local network. Even if the combination is legally justified (which 
Applicant traverses), the result does not disclose the claimed limitations. The Examiner attempts 
to modify Soetemans by Trans, not based on disclosure or suggestion in the references^ but based 
on Examiner's lacking interpretation of the references in the nature and extent of the disclosures 
therein. It is respectfully submitted that the Examiner is improperly using ""hindsight" and the 
teachings of Applicant's own claimed invention. The Examiner improperly attempts to modify 
Soetemans in an attempt to achieve Applicant's claimed invention. For at least these reasons, 
rejection of Claims 13 and 14 should be withdrawn. 

Rejection of dependent claims 1 1, 24, 32, 35-43 under 35 USC 103(a) as being 
unpatenable over Soetemans in view of Kim is respectfully traversed because for at least the 
reasons provided herein, the references, alone or in combination, do not disclose all of the claimed 
limitations. First, as discussed above, Soetemans does not disclose limitations of base claims 1, 17 
and 25. 

Further, as the Examiner also recognizes, Soetemans does not disclose the limitations of 
claims 11, 24, 32, 35-39, 41, 42. However, in an omnibus rejection (which is respectfully noted as 
being improper), the Examiner states that Kim teaches such claimed limitations. 

As per Claims 1 1, 24, 32, 35-39, 41, 42: 

Applicant respectfully disagrees. Kim is non-analogous art dealing with remotely 
servicing peripherals such printers, and has nothing to do with a network backplane interface for a 
local network, as claimed. The Examiner's interpretation of Kim is respectfully traversed. Kim 
does riot disclose the features that the Examiner inteiprets Kim to disclose. Kim is directed to a 
method by which certain servicing and maintenance of a network peripheral device can be 
performed remotely, such as from a centralized service organization of a device manufacturer, 
over a network, such as the World Wide Web (coL 1, lines 42-47). Fig. 10 relied on by the 
Examiner shows an HTML page 150 downloaded from a peripheral device to a centralized service 
station. 

As such in Kim, each peripheral provides a user interface HTML page for that peripheral 
device, whereas as claimed herein, the configuration circuit (not each devices in a socket), 

25 



PAGE 26/29 * RCVD AT 5/22/2007 7:24:51 PM [Eastem Daylight Tbne] * 8VR:U8PTO-EFXRF-1/18 • DNI8:2738300 * 0810:13103880637 * DURATION (mm^S):17-50 



To: USPTO Page 27 of 29 



2007-05-22 23:24:56 (GMT) 



13103880637 From: Michael Zairabian 



Docket Q01-1026-US1 (USSN 10/003,495) 

provides a user interface for receiving user configuration commands to configure function of one 
or more plug-in devices to perform a desired function (claims 11, 24, 32, 35-39). 

Step S1304 in Fig. 13 (relied on by the Examiner) mentions downloading HTML pages or 
information fi*om a peripheral device to a centralized service station such as technical support 
organization. Steps S1424 and S1424 in Fig. 14 (relied on by the Examiner) mention a user 
selecting a support scon on the page 151, and the centralized service station sending an IP packet 
to a Technical Support server 1 requesting the server's home page 170. These have nothing to do 
with the claimed limitations. 

As claimed, the configuration circuit in the baclqrfane and handles configuring the devices 
in the sockets by providing a corrtmon user interface such via a web browser (claims 38, 39). By 
contrast in Kim, each peripheral provides its own HTML user interface page to the service station, 
and as such, there is no requirement or need for a common user interface in Kim. 

Regarding 41 and 42 neither Kim, nor Soetemans (or their combination) mention anything 
remotely similar to the limitations that: "if a plug-in device is not recognized by the configuration 
circuit, then the configuration circuit obtains configuiation instructions for the unrecognized 
device from a source external to the configuration circuit" (claim 41); or "if a plug-in device is not 
recognized by the configuration circuit, then the configuration circuit obtains configuration 
instructions for the unrecognized device fi-om a user" (claim 42). The Examiner has not shown 
where such limitations are disclosed by the references alone, or in combination. 

In addition, as discussed further above herein, Soetemans does not teach a configuration 
circuit/module for configuring devices in sockets to perform a desired fimction. As such, simply 
adding a user interface to Soetemans per Kim (as the Examiner suggests) to receive user 
commends, still does not disclose the claimed limitations since a user interface for receiving user 
conunents, without a configuration circuit/module in the backplane for configuring devices in 
sockets to perform a desired function, does not achieve the claimed limitations. In other words, 
the module that performs the actual configuration of the devices to performs desired functions^ is 
missing from both Soetemans and Kim. As such, a combination of Soetemans and Kim also 
misses such a module that performs the actual configuration of the devices to performs desired 
functions, as claimed. 
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No motivation or suggestion is provided in the references to combine them as the 
Examiner does. As discussed Soetemans does not even teach a configuration circuit^module for 
configuring devices in sockets to perform a desired function. As such one of ordinary skill in the 
art would not be motivated to add a user interface per Kim to Soetemans to receive user 
commands since Soetemans has no capability to configure devices in sockets to peiform desired 
functions. Therefore, such user commands would be useless in a combination of Soetemans and 
Kim. 

Regarding claim 40, for at least the reasons provided in relation claims 3, 5, and 8, it is 
respectfully submitted that Soetemans does not disclose a configuration circuit that: "further 
includes embedded configuration instructions for configuring one or more different plug-in 
devices, such that the configuration circuit uses identity of each plug-in device to obtain 
corresponding configuration instructions for configuring the different plug-in devices," as 
claimed. Further, as discussed further herein relation to Fig. 6 of Soetemans, Soetemans shows a 
flowchart that mentions determining services provided by functional elements, and grouping the 
services based on hotel service requirements. This has nothing to do with the claimed limitations. 

Regarding claim 43, it is respectfully submitted that Soetemans does not disclose that: "if a 
plug-in device is not recognized by the configuration circuit, then the configuration circuit obtains 
configuration instructions for the unrecognized device from the unrecognized device itself,'* as 
claimed. Soetemans in general, and Fig. 6 in particular (relied on by the Examiner), mentions no 
such features. As discussed, Soetemans does not teach a configuration circuit^module, and 
certainly the subshelves in Soetemans do not provide configuration instructions. Soetemans does 
not even check to determine identity of subshelves. 

In addition to the arguments provided herein. Applicant reserves the right to provide 
further arguments/evidence in support of allowability of the claims. Further, without admitting 
that Soetemans constitutes prior art. Applicant provided arguments in support of allowance of the 
claims over Soetemans, and Applicant reserves the right to swear behind Soetemans fay filing a 
declaration Under 37 CFR § 1 . 1 31 if desired by Applicant. 
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CONCLUSION 

For the foregoing, and other, reasons Applicants believe that the rejected claims should be 
allowed. Reconsideration and allowance of the rejected claims are respectfully requested. 

Please continue to direct all communications regarding the above-referenced patent 
application to the principal agent of record. 



Respectfully Submitted, 




Michael Zarrabian 
Reg. No. 39,886 



CERTIFICATE OF TRANSMISSION 
I hereby certify that this correspondence or paper is being fecsimile transmitted to the' Commissioner for Patents, 
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